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Abstract 
As they age older people are likely to spend significantly more time in their 
homes due to increasing frailty or as a result of having more leisure time. 
Therefore the immediate surroundings and proximate environments play a 
vital role in how the older person adapts and copes with changes that occur 
with advancing age. 
 
Concerns regarding access to safe environments, adequate food, shelter, 
transport, recreation, cultural and spiritual activities can result in the older 
person seeking out alternative housing choices.  Choices such as retirement 
villages, manufactured home estates, units and serviced apartments are often 
considered.  The decision to relocate to retirement housing can have 
significant implications for the health and well being of the older person and it 
is therefore important to understand the issues involved. 
 
This paper will compare the reasons older people choose to move to a 
manufactured home with the reasons given for choosing to move to a 
retirement village.  It will use qualitative and quantitative data collected from 
residents of manufactured homes in South-East Queensland and compare the 
results with that of similar studies of residents of retirement villages.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Introduction 
Older people identify a number of key concerns that impact on their quality of life, 
including access to safe environments, adequate food, shelter, transport, 
recreation and cultural and spiritual activities, the opportunity for safe and 
rewarding work and companionship and participation (Kendig et al, 1996).  
Concerns about one or more of these needs may result in many people 
reassessing their current housing and financial situation and seeking alternatives 
that will enable them to adequately ensure their future well being (MSJ Keys 
Young, 1992). The National Housing Strategy (1992) clearly identified that 
affordable and appropriate housing is a crucial component in ensuring the health 
and well being of older people. 
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 As they age, older people spend significantly more time in their homes due 
to increasing frailty or as a result of having more leisure time. Therefore their 
immediate surroundings and proximate environments play a vital role in how the 
older person adapts and copes with advancing age (Brown, 1996). 
 
 The influence of the social environment such as family, friends, neighbours, 
service providers, and religious orders also contributes to shaping an older 
person’s quality of life and well-being. The role of social support and social 
networks has been identified as having important consequences for the health and 
well being of older people (Berkman,1983).  Therefore the link between the social 
environment and the physical environment of older people is an important 
consideration when planning the needs of this population. This paper will compare 
the reasons older people choose to move to a relocatable home with the reasons 
given for choosing to move to a retirement village. The comparison uses data 
collected as part of a larger study which examined the health and financial 
implications for older people who moved to a relocatable home park. 
 
The Meaning of Home 
 
 In examining the issue of housing for older people, there are two 
significant considerations that impact on the older persons decision to move 
from their current location.  The first consideration is the meaning and 
attachment older people place on their current residence.  The meaning of  
“home” has been defined as the psychological attachment a person may have 
to their residence (Gattuso, 1996).  For many older people “home” not only 
describes the physical structure but also the psychological attachment to the 
home that has evolved over many years. This can exist even though there 
may be increasing hardship and isolation (Benjamin, 1992; Davison, 1993; 
Gattuso, 1996).  
 
 Various words can be used to describe the structure where people live, 
for example, abode, domicile, dwelling, habitat and house. The Burdekin 
Report (1993) identified that a home was a place where one could feel safe; 
was able to feel part of a network of friends; neighbours; and family with all 
the benefits and responsibilities that entails; had access to transport; and the 
provision of community facilities such as shopping centres, medical centres, 
and recreational facilities such as parks and gardens. 
 
 Pastalan (1995) describes the concept of home in terms of a 
reconciliation between the individuals outside world and the inside world.  
Home has been described as a sanctuary for the mind as well as somewhere 
to live and a concept which has many symbols attached to it and is located in 
the values and beliefs of the individual (Bachelard, 1969, Douglas, 1991).  
 
  In addition many older people identify notions of autonomy, privacy, 
comfort and ownership as key components in understanding the meaning of 
home (Davison et al, 1993).  Day (1985) identified that there was a tendency 
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for older people “to see the home as the last bulwark of independence” (p 53) 
and that the relationship between the home and past family endeavours 
means that it is often very difficult to contemplate leaving the home to live 
somewhere else.  
 
Housing Type 
 
  The second consideration is the range of housing types that older 
people have to choose from when relocating. Two popular choices for 
relocation amongst older people are retirement villages and relocatable 
homes. Retirement villages operate in Queensland under the Retirement 
Villages Act 1999 and are owned and operated by charitable organisations, 
local government, co-operative societies, community groups and the private 
sector.  The range of accommodation in retirement villages includes serviced 
apartments, independent living units, low care and high care facilities more 
commonly identified as hostels and nursing homes. 
 
  Retirement villages are located in many areas throughout Australia.  
However the majority of the developments in Queensland occur along the 
coastal belt including the Sunshine Coast and the Gold Coast. 
 
 Relocatable Home Villages operate in Queensland under the Mobile 
Home Act 1989 and are developed by the private sector.  The design of the 
homes within a relocatable home village are predominately stand alone 
homes and there is normally no access to nursing home or hostel levels of 
care. 
  The development of relocatable/mobile homes as a housing choice for 
older people has shown significant growth in Australia over the last five years. 
For example, some 200 parks/villages are planned for the area from northern 
New South Wales to the Hervey Bay area of Queensland (Woodbridge, 1994). 
This growth is not unique to Australia.  The marketing of a lifestyle in 
relocatable homes that is pleasant and affordable has been a feature of older 
people’s housing in the United Kingdom and the USA for many years 
(Manufactured Housing Industry Association, 1994). 
 
 Whilst there is no reliable data on the number of relocatable homes in 
Queensland, information provided by the Office of Fair Trading (2000) 
suggests that there are approximately 10,000 relocatable home residents in 
parks throughout Queensland.  These parks range in size from one 
relocatable home in a caravan park to up to 200 homes in purpose built 
retirement communities. The majority of homes are purchased by owner-
occupiers as their permanent place of residence.  New home prices can range 
from $40,000 to over $140,000. However this purchase does not provide any 
ownership of the land on which the home is located. 
 
 The relocatable home village competes in the same marketplace as 
retirement villages and are attractive to older people who seek to change 
their place of residence.  In New South Wales the market for relocatable 
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home villages and retirement villages is very competitive.  In Queensland, 
retirement villages command a significant market share of the retirement 
housing market (Birch & Eardley, 1998).  Comparing the reasons provided by 
older people who choose to move to a retirement village with the reasons 
given by residents who move a relocatable home park will ensure future 
housing developments address these needs. 
 
Methodology 
 In order to investigate the major reasons that motivate older people to 
move from their present home to a relocatable home park, a 2 phase study 
design was employed using both quantitative and qualitative methods. 
Designing a research project in this way enabled data to be collected and 
analysed which examined both the macro and micro context of the decision to 
move to a relocatable home (Neumann, 1994).   
 
PHASE 1. 
 
 Participants in this phase were residents of relocatable homes in 
purposeful built parks in South East Queensland.  All the homes were 
freestanding on individual blocks of land and reflected the wide variety of 
design and materials that are used in the manufacture of relocatable homes. 
All residents of the parks chosen were 50 years old and over.  These parks 
are privately owned and operated either by individual owners or by 
companies who may be operators of more than one such complex in South 
East Queensland.  A total of 15 parks participated in this phase of the study 
and each park contained between 60 and 140 homes. The parks were located 
in the Brisbane, Sunshine Coast and Gold Coast areas of Queensland. A pilot 
study was undertaken to uncover any peculiar defects in the survey prior to 
the distribution of the survey. In total two hundred surveys were distributed, 
a stamped addressed envelope was included to allow for the return of the 
survey.  
  
The surveys were distributed to individuals within a variety of parks 
who had previously identified that they wished to be involved in the project.  
Key individuals within a number of parks also volunteered to distribute the 
surveys within their particular parks. This method for distributing the survey 
was necessary as the parks themselves are in the main secure communities 
and many have centralised mail delivery services that do not lend themselves 
to random distribution of surveys and other material (Woodbridge, 1994).  
  
Phase 1 Instrument 
 Forty-four questions distributed through 6 clusters were incorporated 
into the survey provided to respondents.  Demographic data was collected 
using the variables of gender, age, marital status, sources of income and 
location of park. This standard demographic information provided insight into 
the group of individuals who are likely to choose to move to a relocatable 
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home park. A second cluster of variables related to the previous housing type, 
reasons for moving, and sources of advice provided information with which to 
identify the major consideration for older people in relocating from their 
previous home.  A third cluster of variables collected data relating to the 
reasons participants chose to move to a relocatable home. A 4th cluster of 
variables was established to explore the self reported health status of older 
people prior to moving to a relocatable home and also after the move. This 
cluster was based on variables identified by Buys, McDonald & Rushworth 
(1999) in a study conducted with residents of retirement villages. In this 
section questions were based on the Older Americans Resources and Services 
Questionaire (OARS) which has been used extensively to assess the self 
reported health of older people and is often used to obtain data on the 
psychological health and well being of older people (Van Hook, Berkman & 
Dunkle, 1996).  Indicators of wellness such as physical, health, morale, 
economic resources, ability to carry out activities of daily living both phyisical 
and instrumental, religiosity and social interactions are incorporated in the 
OARS Questionaire. Variables which identified the financial status of residents 
prior to moving to a relocatable home park and after the move were included 
in Cluster 5. Cluster 6 included variables which required subjective evaluation 
of whether the move and been a positive or negative decision. This paper 
presents the results of the analysis of data collected for Cluster 2. 
 
 The quantitative data collected in this phase developed a framework 
and analysis with which to compare and contrast the qualitative data collected 
in Phase 2.  This qualitative data sought to identify the interpretations and 
meanings that older people attribute to the reasons for moving to a 
relocatable home park. 
 
 PHASE 2 
 Participants in Phase 1 of this study were provided with the opportunity 
to participate in Phase 2 by completing an Expression of Interest Form that 
was included with the Phase 1 Survey. Participants were residents of 
relocatable homes in purposeful built parks in South East Queensland and all 
participants were 50 years of age and over. All owned their homes and were 
residents in privately owned and managed relocatable home parks in South 
East Queensland.   
 
 In all 7 in-depth interviews were conducted in the homes of the 
respondents. The interviews were semi-structured and used the survey 
conducted in Phase 1 as a basis for discussion. Interviewees were asked to 
expand with further detail on their responses to the questions contained in 
the survey. Other questions were of a more general nature and evolved from 
discussion.  
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Results and Discussion 
The data collected in Phase 1 of the study sought to identify whether the 
reasons older people move to a relocatable home were consistent with the 
reasons people more to a retirement village. The following graph (Table 1)  
presents the reasons nominated by the participants in the study. It should be 
noted here that respondents were able to nominate more than one reason 
and the overall total response is indicated in Table 2.   
   
 Table 1 Reasons  
 
 
 
 
Table 2. Total reasons 
______ 
 Maintain Location Design Security Family Health Other Total 
No 44 44 65 37 58 48 54 350 
Yes 27 27 6 34 13 23 17 147 
Total 71 71 71 71 71 71 71 497 
 
Maintenance, location and security were the major reasons identified by older 
people who completed the surveys for moving to a relocatable home. 
Concerns about their health also rated highly in the responses made by older 
people in this phase of the study. The participants in Stage 2 of the study 
provided further detail on these concerns. 
 
 
Maintenance: 
 The in-depth interviews conducted with residents of relocatable home 
parks also indicated that concerns with maintaining their present home was a 
major consideration in deciding to move to a relocatable home park. In 
particular physical and economical difficulties in maintaining a home that was, 
in many cases, too large and had been designed to accommodate families 
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were discussed by all the participants. Some of the comments were as 
follows:   
“Well initially, our three children had grown up and married 
leaving two of us in a fairly large home”  (Female participant, 
72 years old) 
 
 One widow, aged 72 years of age, who previously lived in a country 
town in rural Queensland stated that her house was a weatherboard house 
that was built in the “early thirties” which now required a “lot of maintenance” 
and she had to call on the assistance of her family to paint the outside of the 
house and the roof.  This participant also indicated that she did not like it that 
whenever her family came to visit her they would have to do jobs such as 
mowing the yard.  She would often try to attend to the mowing herself but on 
these occasions she frequently could not get the mower started. 
 
 Another resident reported that although it was not their original 
intention to buy a relocatable home they sold their previous home because it 
became “too much” for them.  This couple, aged 65 years and 69 years of 
age, intended travelling around the country in a caravan but ill health 
prevented them from continuing their travels and this was when they 
investigated different types of housing. 
 
In making the decision to move or not to move, participants indicated 
that they visited many other parks and retirement villages. None seriously 
considered moving in with their families. However one participant commented 
when asked whether they considered moving in with their family. “We would 
have considered it. But we haven’t been invited”  
 
Moving to a smaller house in a conventional suburb in order to reduce 
concerns about maintenance on a large home, did not appear to have been a 
serious option for this group of older people when they were considering a 
move from their previous location. Only one participant mentioned that they 
had looked at this particular choice. “My wife had a bad collapse not long 
before we decided to sell out and come here. She had been discussing 
moving into a smaller house on ground level” . 
 
Another participant commented that the reason they had not really 
considered a smaller home was “as you would still be up for a bit of 
maintenance. Where there is very little maintenance on these types of homes 
and the rooms are smaller and it’s quite big enough” (Participant 3). Overall 
participants believed that a relocatable home would require less maintenance 
and therefore would relieve some of the anxiety they felt about their capacity 
to manage their future.  
 
 The data identified that as well as concerns about the maintenance of 
their previous home, the capacity to remain independent in that home should 
they experience failing health and personal safety and security were the main 
reasons that influenced older people when deciding to move to a relocatable 
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home. These reasons for moving are consistent with the findings of previous 
researchers, namely Manicaros and Stimson (1999), Buys, McDonald, & 
Rushworth (1999) and Gardner (1994) in studies of residents who had moved 
to retirement villages. 
 
 For a number of the participants, it was a matter of planning for the 
future and making decisions before a crisis occurred which was the motivator 
for seeking alternative housing. The knowledge that their present home 
would require increasing amounts of physical and monetary expense in order 
to maintain its value as an asset was of major concern to them.  This finding 
is consistent with Manicaros & Stimson (1999), who found in their study of 
ageing and retirement housing that the reasons older people choose to move 
included concerns about the capacity to maintain their home and the poor 
condition of their home. 
 
 The cost of maintaining homes and their suitability to cope with the 
changing needs of older people was also identified as an issue in a study 
conducted by Davison, Kendig, Stephens & Merrill (1993). They found that 
“new homes bought when people were in their twenties can become 
demanding to keep in good repair fifty years later” (p3). 
 
 Moving to a relocatable home enabled participants to free up capital 
they had invested in their home and purchase a smaller, more manageable 
home and in many cases to have funds to cushion against future expenditure 
as a result of deteriorating health. Gardner (1994) found that the most likely 
group of older people to consider moving to a retirement village were those 
who were homeowners and “who have evaluated their housing environment 
and chosen to realize on the capital asset of their home and to buy 
accommodation that more suited their needs”. (p36) 
 
 Participants in the current study stated that it was very important for 
them to be able to have control over their future and remain independent for 
as long as possible.  They did not want to become a burden to their family 
and thus were establishing themselves in housing that was more likely to 
enable them to remain financially and emotionally independent well into the 
future. 
 
 Issues of independence and autonomy appear to be intrinsically linked 
to the meaning of home and therefore decisions to relocate. Day (1985) 
identified that many older people “see the home as the last bulwark of 
independence” (p53) and that independence can have a positive effect of the 
health of the individual. Altholz (1989) described the search made by older 
people for an environment that offered protection but allowed for the 
“maintenance of values and the exercise of autonomy” (p 73). Further, Altholz 
(1989) suggests that relocation to age segregated housing can provide older 
people with the continued opportunity to exercise autonomy especially if the 
environment adopts a flexible rather than rigid approach to its residents. For 
example, the development of resident’s committees, which encourage 
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participation as well as being outcome focused, will develop both autonomy 
and independence in the residents. 
 
Personal Safety and Security 
 It was significant that many of the participants in this study indicated 
that fears for their personal safety and security had been an important factor 
in considering a move to a relocatable home park.  Many reported that they 
had felt quite fearful in their previous home and commented on how the 
amount of media reports on the level of crime involving older people had 
increased their level of fear prior to moving to their current home.  
Participants saw moving to a relocatable home park as an opportunity to 
move to an environment which feels safe, provides companionship and 
support, especially if the individual is single or recently widowed and enables 
the individual to stay active and involved in local community activities. Buys, 
McDonald and Rushworth (1999) found that many older women sought to 
move to independent living units because of concerns about their future care, 
the desire for companionship and personal security.   
 
 It is possible that there may be interaction between the three main 
reasons given for moving to a relocatable home. The participants indicated 
that the move to a relocatable home had enabled them to reduce their 
concerns about maintaining their home, had enabled them to remain 
independent and had increased their feelings of personal safety and security. 
This need to remain as independent as possible for as long as possible and 
also to feel safe and secure was identified by Howe (1986), who found that 
older people viewed the move to a retirement village as the opportunity to 
“maximise independence at the same time as maximizing security” (p 194).  
Other writers such as Parmelee and Lawton (1990) describe this need as a 
“dialectic between autonomy and security” (p 465). 
 
 This study has identified that the reasons for moving to a relocatable 
home park, such as the physical and financial maintenance on their current 
home, concerns about their ability to remain independent and a need to feel  
safe and secure are very similar to Australian studies conducted by 
Manicaross (1999), Buys, McDonald & Rushworth (1999) and Gardner (1994) 
whose studies related to older people who moved to retirement villages. 
Manicaros and Stimson (1999) discuss “push /pull factors” that are evident at 
the time older people consider relocating from their current residences.  
Factors such as widowhood, safety and security issues, maintenance of 
current home and concerns about future health and financial vulnerability 
result in many older people being attracted to retirement villages and 
relocatable home parks.  Key elements such as philosophy of life, coping 
strategies, personal goals, self concept, values and beliefs also play a 
significant role in the decision to move to relocatable home parks and 
retirement villages and ultimately the life satisfaction of the older person. 
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 In conclusion, the results of this study would stress the need for policy 
makers and developers of age segregated housing to ensure that the housing 
choices they develop do in fact address the reasons older people give for 
making such an important decision and which constitutes a significant change 
for the individual i.e. be low maintenance and have adequate safety and 
security measures in place. 
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